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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1,11, and 20 are presented for examination. Claims 2-10, 12-19, and 2 1 -27 were 
cancelled by the Applicant in the Preliminary Amendment on 5/21/08. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 11, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Anand (US 2002/0032590 Al) in view of Raventos (US 2002/0194244 Al). 

3. As to claim 1, Anand teaches a method for managing the provisioning of a plurality of 
resources in a data processing system, said plurality of resources being a plurality of different 
types (see Abstract, Fig. 2 and 5), said method comprising the steps of: 

defining a plurality of provisioning states for each one of said plurality of different types 
of resources (page 1, [0008], page 2, [0012]-[0013], page 4, [0038], page 5, [0051]); 

defining relationships among said plurality of provisioning states, said relationships 
describing valid transitions from ones of said plurality of provisioning states to other ones of said 
plurality of provisioning states (page 4, [0040], [0045], page 5, [0059], page 2, [0012]); and 
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defining at least one task that is associated with each one of said valid transitions, 
wherein defining at least one task that is associated with each one of said valid transitions, 
comprises (page 2, [0012]-[0013], page 4, [0040], [0045]): 

specifying a plurality of tasks for each one of said valid transitions (page 2, 
[0012]-[0013], page 4, [0040], [0045]); 

completing said one of said valid transitions for each one of said plurality of 
different types of resources (standalone computer, notebook computer, hand-held computer, 
PDA, etc), wherein the same module is used regardless of which resource type is being 
transitioned (page 3, [0031], [0037], page 5, [0059], page 6, [0064]-[0065]). 
4. Anand does disclose that a workflow comprises of a plurality of processing steps (page 1, 
[0004], lines 1-14). However, Anand is silent in explicitly teaching the sequence/order of the 
processing steps or plurality of tasks to complete the transition. Raventos teaches a transaction 
based service that defines various tasks or functions that could be used on different types of 
resources, namely, transactional and non-transactional resources such that the sequence order of 
tasks in a completed transaction is defined/specified as well as the states of the transaction being 
monitored (see Abstract, page 2, [0009] and [0021], page 6, [0044], page 8, [0055], last 6 lines of 
[0057], page 10, [0068]). Anand and Raventos are analogous art because they are both in the 
same field of endeavor of a transaction/workflow processing system. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Anand 
such that it would include the feature of providing a sequence/order for completion of the 
processing steps or plurality of tasks, as taught in Raventos. The suggestion/motivation for 
doing so would have been to provide the predicted result of aiding to fully and properly activate 
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the services of the system (page I, last four lines of [0004], [0006], lines 1-5, [0001]). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Anand and 
Raventos to obtain the invention of claim 1 . 

5. As to claims 1 1 and 20, they are rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of 
claim 1 . 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure: 

• Kakuta et al. (JP 2004334430 A) discloses a workflow statistic-information 
processing method that ensures storage for recording statistic-information 
corresponding to transition states generated within the workflow process (see 
Derwent Abstract). 

• Iwasaki et al. (JP 2004295516 A) discloses a workflow processing method 
involving generating state transition data relevant to a specific state transition, at a 
specific condition (see Derwent Abstract). 

• Ishida (JP 2004086545A) discloses a transaction processing system that stores 
data on a state management table (see Derwent Abstract). 

• Kim et al. (KR 2004023435 A) discloses a method for offering completeness of a 
transaction process by providing the sequential functions needed until a 
transaction is completed (see Derwent Abstract). 
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• Machida (JP 2004348473) discloses a transaction processing system that verifies 
whether a transition conforms to conditions in a check list, when the program 
state changes according to the transition definition (see Derwent Abstract). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KENNETH TANG whose telephone number is (571)272-3772. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30AM - 6:00PM, Every other Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng-Ai An can be reached on (571) 272-3756. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2195 
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